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I urge my colleagues to vote no on H.R. 7. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 

for debate has expired. 
Pursuant to House Resolution 55, the 

previous question is ordered on the bill. 
The question is on the engrossment 

and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker, 

I have a motion to recommit at the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentlewoman opposed to the bill? 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Yes, I am op-
posed to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Ms. Schakowsky moves to recommit the 

bill H.R. 7 to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce with instructions to report the 
same back to the House forthwith with the 
following amendment: 

Add at the end of title I the following new 
section (and amend the table of contents ac-
cordingly): 
SEC. 103. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION. 

Nothing in this Act may be construed to 
permit any health plan to charge women 
higher premiums than men for coverage 
under such health plan. 

Mrs. BLACK (during the reading). 
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to dispense with the reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Illinois is recognized for 5 minutes in 
support of her motion. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker, 
I rise to offer the motion to recommit 
on H.R. 7, the so-called No Taxpayer 
Funding for Abortion and Abortion In-
surance Full Disclosure Act. 

The motion to recommit is very sim-
ple. It would amend H.R. 7 to say that 
nothing in this legislation would allow 
an insurance company to charge 
women higher premiums than men just 
because they are women. 

In the first few days of the Trump 
Presidency, we have seen one action 
after another to discriminate against 
women, restrict access to health serv-
ices, and make their care more expen-
sive. We also know that Republicans 
are determined to repeal the Affordable 
Care Act, which would, once again, 
allow insurance companies to discrimi-
nate against women. 

Repealing the ACA would be a triple 
whammy for women. Not only would 
they have to pay more for their insur-
ance, but their insurance would be less 
likely to cover the services they need. 
And these higher costs will take a big-
ger chunk out of their budget. 

Before the ACA, insurers were able to 
exclude services critical to women’s 
health. And we are not just talking 
about preexisting conditions, which, by 
the way, often included having a baby 
or being the victim of domestic vio-
lence. 

The benefit package itself left out 
medical care critical to women. Only 12 

percent of plans in the individual mar-
ket offered maternity coverage. And 
some insurance plans that offered that 
coverage imposed waiting periods of a 
year or charges of up to $10,000 just for 
maternity care. And even when mater-
nity care was excluded from any insur-
ance plan, insurers still used gender 
rating to discriminate against women, 
charging women more just because 
they were women, regardless of their 
benefits. Being a woman was a pre-
existing condition. 

Thankfully, the ACA prohibits gen-
der rating. Before the ACA, women 
were forced to pay between 10 to 57 per-
cent more than men for essentially the 
same insurance. In my home State of 
Illinois, women were charged 55 per-
cent more than men for the same cov-
erage. In fact, a 2012 National Women’s 
Law Center study found that 92 percent 
of best-selling insurance plans were 
gender rated. 

A 25-year-old woman in Arkansas was 
charged 81 percent more than a man for 
similar coverage. A 40-year-old woman 
in South Dakota was charged over 
$1,200 more a year than a 40-year-old 
man for the same coverage. In Ken-
tucky, women were charged 57 percent 
more than men for the same coverage. 
In Texas, they were charged 56 percent 
more. In Indiana, they were charged 54 
percent more. And the list goes on. 

This study even found that over half 
of all insurance plans charged women 
who didn’t smoke significantly higher 
premiums than men of the same age 
who did smoke. Overall, gender rating 
cost American women about $1 billion 
a year. It also harmed businesses with 
predominantly female employees who 
were routinely charged more for their 
insurance coverage. 

Finally, charging women more for 
health care is even more devastating 
when you take into account that 
women still make only 77 cents to the 
dollar compared to men. We cannot go 
back to the days when insurance com-
panies were free to discriminate 
against women. But that is exactly 
what Republicans want to do. They 
want women to pay more for insurance 
coverage that doesn’t include the serv-
ices they need. 

So I am asking my colleagues to sup-
port the motion to recommit and pro-
tect women from discrimination by in-
surance companies. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. BLACK. Madam Speaker, I rise 

in opposition to the motion to recom-
mit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Tennessee is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. BLACK. Madam Speaker, today 
I am simply asking my colleagues 
across the aisle not to flip-flop on this 
issue. This legislation isn’t just the 
right thing to do; it also has broad sup-
port. 

Polling shows that 6 in 10 Americans 
agree that taxpayer dollars should not 
fund abortions. Despite this fact, a 
nonpartisan government study found 
that abortions could be funded with 
taxpayer dollars through ObamaCare, 
and this demands a response. 

Today we have an opportunity to in-
vest in women’s health over abortion 
by passing H.R. 7 and making the Hyde 
amendment permanent and govern-
mentwide. 

I urge my colleagues to reject this 
motion to recommit and to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
on H.R. 7. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker, 
on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
RESEARCH AND INNOVATION ACT 
Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Speak-

er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 589) to establish De-
partment of Energy policy for science 
and energy research and development 
programs, and reform National Labora-
tory management and technology 
transfer programs, and for other pur-
poses, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 589 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Department of Energy Research and In-
novation Act’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Definitions. 
TITLE I—LABORATORY MODERNIZATION 

AND TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER 
Sec. 101. Short title. 
Sec. 102. Inclusion of early stage technology 

demonstration in authorized 
technology transfer activities. 

Sec. 103. Sense of Congress on accelerating 
energy innovation. 

Sec. 104. Restoration of laboratory directed 
research and development pro-
gram. 

Sec. 105. Research grants database. 
Sec. 106. Technology transfer and transi-

tions assessment. 
Sec. 107. Agreements for commercializing 

technology pilot program. 
Sec. 108. Short-term cost-share pilot pro-

gram. 
TITLE II—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

RESEARCH COORDINATION 
Sec. 201. Short title. 
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 CORRECTION

January 31, 2017 Congressional Record
Correction To Page H646
January 24, 2017 on Page H646 the following appeared: proceedings on this question will be postponed. ____________ DEPARTMENT OF ENERGYThe online version has been corrected to read: proceedings on this question will be postponed.  ____________ ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair will postpone further proceedings today on motions to suspend the rules on which a recorded vote or the yeas and nays are ordered, or on which the vote incurs objectionunder clause 6 of rule XX. Record votes on postponed questions will be taken later. ____________ DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
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